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DR. COOPER'S “ WARNING,” OR THE DOCTRINE OF 
SIGNATURES V. HOMEOPATHY. 


To the Editor of the HOMEOPATHIC WORLD. 


SiR,—In the early part of his paper in your issue of the 2nd 
of January, Dr. Cooper professes to advocate homeopathic 
treatment ; towards the end, however, he appears to me to 
throw homeopathy—root and branch—overboard ; for he says 
that in his practice he “ throws aside all provings . . . and 
relies simply upon . . . indications such as occur to him from 
the habits of plants, their appearances, and other apparently 
unimportant features.” Now, is it possible to practice homeo- 
pathically when “ throwing aside all provings ” ? Certainly 
not. Therefore Dr. Cooper must be giving up practising 
homeopathically. If he “ relies simply upon indications afforded 
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by the habits and appearances ” of plants—and I suppose the 
colour, taste, &c., of minerals—he must be falling back upon 
the ancient and long-exploded “ Doctrine of Signatures.” 
Surely Dr. Cooper does not mean what his paper indicates ! 
Surely a man of Dr. Cooper's natural intelligence and pro- 
fessional information cannot intend to advocate, in the nineteenth 
century, that we should give up the reasonable, certain, scientific, 
and long-proved truthful doctrines of similars for the fanciful, 
primitive, childish, and long-exploded doctrine of signatures !_ I 
cannot believe he does ; and I hope he will assure us to the 
contrary in your next issue. 

Erstwhile practitioners of scientific medicine running after 
Signatures, Astrology, Matteism, and such like exploded delu- 
sions, is surely a spectacle to be wept over by gods and men. 

Yours truly, 
JOHN W. HAYWARD. 

61, Shrewsbury Road, Birkenhead, January 7, 1893. 


[Dr. Cooper's answer to Dr. Hayward will be found in a 
further contribution in another part of our present issue.—ED. 
HW. 


